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Sound Quiality evaluation of inside noise under a driving of High-speed Elevator

A S - FRAGx - aA b o] - QAT T

Jae-Eun Jeong, In-Hyung Yang, Ji-Hyun Yoon, Jung-Youn Lee and Jae-Eung Oh

1.4 B

of uwhel u&ddolEe]
A 500m/min °o|AFe] &
HolHell gk 7le4 T3} A& o]FoiA]
glov}, m&sw oldte] WY Ao sk
A7F A7)EE 9= AAolrk  dzlwo|E
500m/min o’¢e] n&FeAE & Fg, FHLE
Aojslr] 93 5% o=y} 2 2 22
& SARANY m&FPog <l o
ag wAe Fa 990 Btk 53, 1%
Ao

ool Ag, R S0 £5L B
2~
o

Aeo] 153

ol,

ol
04
Gl
it
o

to mlo ;‘q
M

e
i)
oX, »
b4
oo
(@)
Q)
0
o)

o o
B
dlo
)

N
N
o, @ oon Mo 0 2 il do W &

)
o d

FA5h ER2A

o]
=
%0,
o
pe
J
ol
—
o
S
S
)
N
—O‘ {
ol
ol
lo
o ofN L
)
-\
i kL

Kuf

(@)
jos)
0Q
(@)

£ fo
1o
N
o M2
oX
o
e
1%
ol
R
&2
Aui
=
ol
o 3t

(E 0 do oxt ¥

9

M

e

ful

d

v

(d

il

e

ol

ot

o2 d
o

=2

o
)

> N AN

= o o

g o X 1o

e, :‘OE -
N

T AP T |
ox dlo

=
X
N o
off
EL
s
)
o>
Ry
2
X
[
fuj

tlo
tjo

e
ey
o

o

oY o Ho
oX, Mo o2
o
H
T o
Az ‘0#
o K
s

i)
offt @
oI (7

T walAzE A, gk 7] A e
E-mail : jeoh@hanyang.ac.kr
Tel : 02-2220-0452 , Fax : 02-2299-3153
* SreFdighal 7] A1ge
wx 77018kl 7| AIA 28l g 8

L
2]

al
=i
Run

7}

n&deliole AW 280 ARG AF &
& 24e wedel 71 9AXE welstel 160cm ¥
ool A HaPalet. wF FPzAL Aol
Hb AuSER 29T £ RS duA 52
Qelad a2 A5 290 be & 12709 &
O O 2=

dgluolee] 7k,
4 ok =3 200Hz &
30

ol A FHgell 7k BT SAES A1

sl

l'ime(sec)

4

Descend

Ascend

h-

300 400 Frequency(Hz)

Fig. 1 Waterfall of elevator
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Table 1 Result of sound quality parameters analysis

Loudness |Roughness [Sharpness|Fluctuation
il 1.64 0.0025 0.273 0.0266
2 0.0129 0.00369 0 0.0147
E] 1.02 0.0024 0.266 0.0226
4 0.244 0.00959 0.246 0.0159
5 0.689 0.0945 0.239 0.0116
] 0.603 0.0871 0.33 0.0142
7 0.336 00672 0.273 0.00541
8 0.276 0.0626 0.254 0.00533
9 0.687 0.102 0.236 0.0137
10 0.572 0.0872 0.212 0.0136
11 0.326 0.0606 0.268 0.00606
12 0272 0.0543 0.239 0.00553
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Table 2 Result of subjective sound quality evaluation

q Not
quiet | dull smooth stable pleasant- calm sonorous

annoying :
-loud | -sharp | -rough -unstable | -annoying Lapessant -messy -harsh

232 571 4.64 5.54 3.04 321 5 3.04

5 4.29 4.29 4.64 4.46 3,75 3139 3.39
3.39 571 5.18 571 4.46 3.39 4.46 3.39
5.36 4.64 4.46 3.75 4.82 321 411 3.75

8.04 5.54 5.54 6.07 8.04 5 7.32 5.36

6.43 6.61 6.43 6.25 5.18 4.29 5.89 3.93

7.86 6.07 6.43 7.14 15 4.64 571 5

1
2
3
4
5 6.07 6.25 6.07 571 5 3.39 5 4.29
6
7
8
9

4.82 4.64 4.11 4.29 375 375 375 4.29
10 5 5 4.29 464 5.18 429 5.71 4.64
11| 571 5.54 5.89 6.07 5.89 4.64 6.61 4.64
12| 6.25 571 6.07 6.43 5.54 411 6.43 4.82
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Table 3 Correlation between Objective and Subjective
Sound Quality Analysis

quiet dull smooth stable INoi i p
-loud | -sharp | -rough ing pl
Londmess | 0.596 015 0.02 0.69 0.759 0.823
Houghmess | 0.337 | 0.769 0.729 0.329 0406 0227
S 0491 | 0439 0512 0.59% 0.702 0.742
Fluctustion | 0.514 | 0.059 -0.063 0.578 0.63% 0.748

4340z ARd ARt Fud 2AYs

L ZESSHANYE O TEE USMTIAAN |

FEHM-NTH P = 1.88 + 0830 Loudness + 18.5 Roughnesy
— 1.6 Shapres+ 10.9 Fuchsstion

L Tcd2ol o FEEUsMEANN

Hog@-NE = 2.23 - 0.379 Lowdness + 180 Roughne=s
- 1.16 Sharpness + 459 Auciualion

| ‘EaEs-sax2 o =3 OsNITHA |

ENES-EAUE = 3.42 + 0.228 Loudness + 3.22 Roughness
+0.555 Shapness+ 2. 1 FAuchstion

[ ‘SH2S-WUZR2 o FHE UZMBAHAN |

SNE-AER - 979 + 09051 - 1.98 Rougt
+1.15 Shampness- A.7 Fuchalion

Fig. 2 Subjective response versus predicted results by
multiple linear regression method for the data
from SDM about feeling
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